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nsUsTiuAMAWING NS
(Individual Thesis Quality Assessment)

. - T syAula
LNEUIINTTU LU UINUN
Band Received
Assessment Criteria Weight
(o-&)

o. unth M3szylamiuwesn1side Tngussad/ma1uidy ®o
Introduction, Problem Statement, and Objectives/Research Questions
lo. NMSNUNIUITIUNITU NTOULUIAA ﬂ']iL‘?J’EJUL@ﬂﬁWﬁ’S’N@Q HasUIIUIUNTU o
Literature Review, Conceptual Framework, Citation, and Referencing
. NFDDNUUULAL 2T UITINE &
Research Design and Methodology
< MINATIZVLATHANITIVE b&
Analysis & Findings
& unasUuazdalauaiuy ®0

Conclusions & Recommendations




wnauginsUsziiuaun WY aINanUINe NS sEAuUEynyiv

Rubric for Master’s Thesis Assessment

wneual (Criteria)

520U (Level)

Moy (Excellent) - @

# (Good) -

wold (Adequate) - o

fosuuuge

(Improvement needed) -o

®. UNUI miszq{]sy,m‘ﬁm
Y94n15998 Tnguszeed/
Aaudee

Introduction, Problem
Statement, and
Objectives/Research

Questions

szylgmuazaiudAn e
NI LTI
TagUsranAnasAnuidense
Uszifunasduius vy
Research problem and
significance of the study
clearly articulated; precise
and coherent objectives
and research questions

Tasnmsiy seydam
Anudfy Tnquszasd/
Aauidersudisdinau
wardususAu wndad
Favinailsidnaueg
@ntiay

Research problem,
significance,
objectives/research
questions mostly clear

and relevant with minor

gaps

Yaymlidaau Jinss
Yoyt wazaud
999N193980819971R
TagussasAtiumnuive
laidmaunseliaenndos
fly

Problem stated but
lacking clarity; limited

¥y
Aty

rationale or significance;
objectives and research
questions not clear or

no aligned

PAANLTALIY TAUNNTDY
$38UNANINEDAAADINY
Ny

Unclear, weak, or poorly

aligned with research

lo. NIINUNIUITIUNTIU
NTAULUIAA ﬂ'ﬁL%Hu
LONANTENIBY waz
Uiimqﬁgﬂi&l

Literature Review,
Conceptual Framework,
Citation, and
Referencing

AINUNILITIUNTTU]
mwmamqmamﬁm%’m
gonndeiusuivy finns
MUUANTOULUIANTUNTITY
8NTALIU

Comprehensive literature
review, relevant to the
study; clear conceptual
framework; appropriate

reference

NTNUNIWITIUNTTU
Asounguiludiulvnjuas
Wedaatunuite widsd
duunwsestng dins
NAMITNNTOULUIAR LRSS
YINANUTAIY
Literature review mostly
comprehensive and
relevant to the study
with some gaps;
conceptual framework
stated but not very
clear

MInunIwIssunssudall
LBane waz/vselirey
Aedestfuauddey fims
JTUNTOULIAR
walddmaundeliiieatas
Insufficient literature
review and/or irrelevant
to the study;
conceptual framework
stated but not clear or

irrelevant

ymssunsuiiddny lisey
nIaULWIAA W30l
wiilsigneios wealiifiatos
Lacking key literature;
conceptual framework not
available or available but

inaccurate or irrelevant

. ASPBNRUULAZSHITYU
35998

Research Design and

I umangay dnnsduduled
MARATeANIMINTEN D5UY
Janau

TAgANTIAINZ Y WAL
Jounnsoudniiey
Generally appropriate

a < < <
fiusziiunauinTavse
asuelddaiauy

Some methodological

Tiwmungauselifiviana
atfuayu wieeduhignees
Inappropriate, weak

Methodology Methods appropriate, well with minor gaps issues or unclear justification, or inaccurate
justified, and clearly explanations explanation
explained.

< MINATIEIUAY iavenansIdednau TagAINIIL WILaue UauaNanTITeLie nMslEuaNanIsITY

NAN133Y
Analysis & Findings

gNeBs IiATziegn
AULVEUNA wazideulasty
Taguszasa

Findings clearly presented,
accurate, logically analyzed,
and linked to objectives

nan15Idedalaugnies
widadivoensluns
Jseiiantey

Findings mostly
presented and accurate
with some minor

analytical gaps

sedfuRugIy AT
gnABaLE UL

Only basic findings
presented; analysis
partially correct

lainsudu ludmau Aawan
ANSTIATIZA N30N15
PIGERER

liigndias vialuiieewe
Findings inadequately
presented, unclear, or
erroneous; no analysis or
incorrect or inadequate

analysis

&. Umﬁ@ﬂuazﬂamuauuz
Conclusions &

Recommendations

unagUiiaenadoeiy
Nan15338 dorausiu
A9APADINANITITELAY
1tla3

Conclusions aligned with
findings; practical and well-

founded recommendations

unasUuavdaiausuue
Tonvhlaenndesiu
wazfiuszload dnu
liauvnaunaegtng
Conclusions and
recommendations
generally aligned and
useful; partially illogical

fanuduauszning
NaN1TITuRzUNETY
v nausunATULAY
JolauBlULINEEIAY
Some mismatch or
superficial

recommendations

UNATUUIAMRRAETUE
WaoIfitanaNngman Ty
Lifideiauanuzniodl
uildaanadasiunanisive
Conclusions unsupported or
just repeating findings; no
recommendations or

irrelevant to the findings
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(Individual Dissertation Quality Assessment)

InaUNIN1TUSELY wtin smuw‘l‘m
Assessment Criteria Weight Band Recelved
(0-)
o Unthuagmsszytaminvesnside @0
Introduction and Problem Statement
b, NTOULUIAMLTMO WAL NITNUTIUITINNTTU NMTO19B9 waznslBuLeNaNTa19B ey bo
UIIUIUNTY
Theoretical conceptual Framework, Literature Review, and Citation and Referencing
. N1T0DNLUULAE 3L TBUTRIY bo
Research Design and Methodology
a. ﬂ?ﬁaLﬂiﬁgﬁLLﬁSNﬂﬂ’lieﬁ]j&J o
Analysis & Findings
& unasuuasdeLauauuy @0
Conclusions & Recommendations
5. ATIEENTRIATY wagnsilduaianuiTIinYeInIug bo

Originality of the study & contribution to advancement of Knowledge
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(Rubric for Doctoral Dissertation Assessment)

st (Criteria)

52AU (Level)

fifleu (Excellent) - @

# (Good) - e

wald (Adequate) - o

fasuTuuge
(Improvement
needed) o

. unthuazmssyy Ui
YIS

“Introduction and Problem
Statement

syyUymnazanudiagy
YaUITEaENTRLY
IngussasALasANIL
FenseUsziiunay
Fuusivanuide
Research problem and
significance of the
study clearly
articulated; precise and
coherent objectives

and research questions

Taenmsau ssytgm
Anudrfy Jaguseasd/
AnuidsAoutdaaL
wazdnWusyY Lagsdl
goaisiilidmauey
Lanvae

Research problem,
significance, objectives/
research questions
mostly clear and

relevant with minor

8aps

Ty lddaau dnass
Yaymituuazaiud
994N173380819971 R
Tonuseasdiuininide
ludaaunseliaanndas

o
v
)
o
A

7

fiu

Problem stated but
lacking clarity; limited
rationale or
significance; objectives
and research questions
not clear or no aligned

YA I
AUNNTBY YTBUIAAIIY
AOAnARINUIUITY
Unclear, weak, or
poorly aligned with
research

b. nsULWIANITMgEuazNIS
NUNILITTUNTIU N551954 uae
- madeuonansdndauas
| UTIYNTY
‘Theoretical conceptual
Framework; Literature Review,

and Citation and Referencing

TNIIIUUANTIULLIAR
Wanguiegnataau
ANTNUNIUITIUNTIY
Tanunsounguuay
endosaenndasiu
NUITY waryIUINIG
RERNGHINL SN
M13591983gn e

Clear conceptual
framework;
comprehensive
literature review,
relevant to the study,
and integrated
logically; appropriate
references

HnsivuAnsouNLAR
Wavgud] wadslivinainy
daauegtne manuniu
’Jssmﬂiiumamqmﬂu
anlnguaniiedosty
MUY undldu
unwsaatng

Theoretical conceptual
framework stated but
not very clear;
literature review mostly
comprehensive and
relevant to the study

with some gaps

Tn1938YNTOULLIAAMLT
ngwg) uv1IANTesUY
EJEJ"NLWENWEJ AINUNIU
15sunssudsliifieame
war/vseldAeeifeados
fusuide

Theoretical conceptual
framework stated but
inadequately
elaborated; insufficient
literature review or not
very relevant to the
study

lisgynsouuwuifn v3ell
usilaigneias w3ell
eades massunssud
Aendasidiy
Theoretical conceptual
framework not
available or available
but not explained or
inaccurate or irrelevant;
lacking key related

literature

o

m. NsPaNLULLALIslauas Ty
Research Design and
Methodology

Az ey dnns
dudubivanadisanu
LNNg AN o5 unTalau
Methods appropriate,
well justified, and

clearly explained.

Trgamsswangeay uad
deunndaaudniioy
Generally appropriate
with minor gaps

fuszdiunguiasovse
afunglidmiau

Some methodological
issues or unclear

explanations

limneauvielufinana
atuayu wieasune
Liignéias

Inappropriate, weak
justification, or

inaccurate explanation

& MFIATEALaTHaNATY
Analysis & Findings

UnausRanITIsedaLu
fnfBd AiATgiiogn
aunauna waiionles
fuinguszasd

Findings clearly
presented, accurate,
logically analyzed, and
linked to objectives

TrgMusIu Uiaus
uan1sIdedaaugnaas
watadvesinduns
Iinseidntes
Findings mostly
presented and accurate
with some minor

analytical gaps

PUEUONANTITULREN
3zﬁuﬁyu§m MyAATIEN
RELRETIR TG M

Only basic findings
presented; analysis

partially correct

AISIEUENANTTIY
laimsudu lidmiau
Aanann 21An1TIesEd
MIBNTIATIER
liigndas v3elsiufgane
Findings inadequately
presented, unclear, or
erroneous; no analysis
or incorrect or

inadequate analysis |




neua (Criteria)

T2 (Level)

fiaediuuss

fifeu (Excellent) - f (Good) -.a wald (Adequate) - o (Improvement
needed) <o
€. unaguuazdatauauue unagUintaaonadestu | unasuasdaiauous | denuduausewing UnasuInLTRNa
Conclusions & en1ide dewauouur | Tagvhluaenndostu uar | mamsidonavunagy atuauu vIeiieanan
Recommendations donpdewmanTidouay | Tusslewd visenauBUVATULAY Fwan iy

14lsa34

Insightful conclusions
aligned with findings;
practical and well-
founded

recommendations

Conclusions and
recommendations
generally aligned and

useful

TYolAuDLULIREIR Y
Some mismatch or
superficial

recommendations

LdfidoEuauuzviaiiug
luasandasiunanisidy
Conclusions
unsupported or just
repeating findings; no
recommendations or

irelevant to the

: findings
o, ATAEENYESTIUATE nazns | anAdedanalvaivse snidoreudnadue will | AsudresgnamAde laifinsiausdslmiv
fdauatreranuftmives uaneanuidentiey | vuideluduileging Bu 9 Laudlmi Tonau
@ : . o v a = a ‘ o tg . .

A2143 Tuanszdaeyy insiaue | dnsweuedsludan Aduuseloadl No clear contributions
Originality of the study & adlniliganguiinse NuIdelleging WMoy

contribution to advancement | szidauididuiidnfy Rather original despite | Limited usefut

of Knowledge :ﬁwamzm@s available research contributions to the

Original or different
from available studies
in key aspects;
significant theoretical/
methodological
innovation and/or

impacts

studies in this area;
moderate innovation
emerging from this

study

field
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(Oral Presentation Defense)

v oo
p o 3 o FEAUNLA
LNENN1TUISLIY UINUN
. Band Received
Assessment Criteria Weight
(o-&)
0. anlaluiionmuazanseddgy o
Content Mastery & Understanding
b. MIINERULAY TATIES19INTUNEUD o
Organization & Presentation Structure
an. ﬁﬂwmmmuﬁzﬂﬁﬁams o
Delivery & Communication Skills
&. ﬁ@ﬂi%ﬂﬁmﬂ’ﬁﬁ%ﬁu@ o
Visual Aids & Supporting Materials
& NSRBUAINY o

Response to Questions
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Rubric for Oral Presentation Defense

Criteria / bW

& - Excellent
CIGEH

m ~ Good

o

2]

o — Fair
wald

® — Needs Improvement

AaaUfuus

o. Armdlaluiomuay
angsify

Content Mastery &
Understanding

wana 1 ladna
pndes uazaSuralaeeng
ffula

Demonstrate
comprehensive, accurate,
and deep understanding;
explanations are clear
and confident

femdilad fide
AENALARBULANTIRY
Show solid understanding

with minor inaccuracies

W lausuidiundn usdaun
wazidun viedl
Yolianannu1EIL
Understand main ideas
but lacks details or

accuracy

Wrlalidinewe a5uie
Lidnau viedanateqn
Show limited
understanding;
explanations unclear or

incorrect

lo. NMITABIRULAYIATIES
N3ULEUD

Organization &
Presentation Structure

dnadulaseEinanig

o = a3 &
Wneuonun Wumsmduwg
wazitladng
Well-organized, logical,
and easy to follow

lassaialagsiud fign
lusioliondnies
Mostly clear structure

with minor gaps

eulassasnenisinaus
gelaifine madoule
laldonau

Organization uneven;

transitions unclear

aeulassafansihiaus
TahTuszuy dldRamuls
gn

Disorganized and difficult
to follow.

o, finwENISYALAE
MsHaEns
Delivery &

Communication Skills

\deetn dnaueagaiule 8

nsauaElseg ey
&) o =

LaztUULBDITN

Clear voice, confident

delivery, strong eye

contact; professional and

engaging

Tngsindeansiadaaud
flazqaihadndes
Generally clear with

minor hesitations.

msiiauslaraiiios
avane liresdiula
Delivery uneven; limited

confidence

1Y o
Wnlaennuazviamnuiuls
Hard to understand; lacks

confidence.

<. Fousznou nmstaue
Visual Aids & Supporting
Materials

fruduiiontdn daau
wagpaniuuldmng e
Fretivanudnle
Professional, clear,
well-designed visuals
that enhance

understanding

Msiedelaesiudaau

a =3 1 v
fusziuliwnzauding
ntiag

Visuals mostly clear with

minor issues

ot vl & = .
fnslddenuuiugruvseli
Wgtastng

Basic or sometimes

irrelevant visuals

Forldoanuuulimunsay
laifmau wievihliduau
Poorly designed, unclear,

or distracting visuals

& ASABUMNNY
Response to Questions

mouldgnsies Antauas
fhila

Accurate, insightful,
confident answers
showing strong command
of the topic

naul@nlagsiu Hnismau
Alaidnaudng
Answers most questions

well with minor gaps.

noulmanizmouiiugiu
PINABNTIUT DRI
QNABY

U

Answers basic questions
only; lacks depth or

accuracy.

navlile wienaulin
Unable to answer or

gives incorrect answers.






